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Responsive to communication(s) filed on . 

X- This action is FINAL. 

□ Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is closed 
in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11; 453 O.G. 213. 

A shortened statutory period for response to this action is set to expire three month(s), or thirty days, whichever 
is longer, from the mailing date of this communication. Failure to respond within the period for response will cause the 
application to become abandoned. (35 U.S.C. § 133). Extensions of time may be obtained under the provisions of 
37 CFR 1.136(a). 



Disposition of Claims 
£8 Claim (s) 12-22 



is/are pending in the application. 



Of the above, claim(s) 

□ Claim(s) 



m Claim(s) 12-22 

□ Ciaim(s) 

□ Claims 



is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

is/are allowed. 

is/are rejected. 

is/are objected to. 



are subject to restriction or election requirement. 



Application Papers 

□ See the attached Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948. 

□ The drawing(s) filed on is/are objected to by the Examiner. 

Qpproved 



□ The proposed drawing correction, filed on 

□ The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

□ The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 



is 



disapproved. 



Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d). 
□ All □ Some* □ None of the CERTIFIED copies of the priority documents have been 

□ received. 

□ received in Application No. (Series Code/Serial Number) , . 

□ received in this national stage application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
*Certified copies not received: 



□ Acknowledgement is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e). 

Attachment(s) 

□ Notice of References Cited, PTO-892 

□ Information Disclosure Statement(s), PTO-1449, Paper No(s). 

□ Interview Summary, PTO-413 

□ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review, PTO-948 

□ Notice of Informal Patent Application, PTO-152 



— SEE OFFICE ACTION ON THE FOLLOWING PAGES ~ 
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Office Action Summary 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Newly submitted claims 12 is directed to an invention that is independent or distinct from 
the invention originally claimed for the following reasons: Originally elected claims are directed to 
a molded resin product. 

Since applicant has received an action on the merits for the originally presented invention, 
this invention has been constructively elected by original presentation for prosecution on the 
merits. Accordingly, claim 12 is withdrawn from consideration as being directed to a non-elected 
invention. See 37 CFR 1.142(b) and MPEP § 821.03. 

2. Claims 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

In the claims the limitation "an acid modified polyolefin based resin" is vague and indefinite as the 
metes and bounds of the modification step is not specifically defined. See specification, page 13, 
lines 8-9. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
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manner in which the invention was made. 
4. Claims 16-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as anticipated by or, in the alternative, 

under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as obvious over Shaw et al. 

The prior art teaches a fiber-reinforced composite prepared by a* aqueous slurry process and 
beat expanded in thickness to a void vo.ume of from about 20 to about 90 percent by vo.ume, 
said composite comprismg a continuous matrix comprising a solid thermoplastic resin and, 
distributed throughout said matrix, from about 10 ,0 50 percent by weigh, of the composite of 
randomly oriented reinforcing fibers wherein said fibers have an average lengm from about 0 ,25 
t0 , .00 inch and an aspect ratio of a. least about 40. Moreover, the composite is said to be 
characterized by surfaces being a smooth resin layer from about 0.05 to 1 mil thick. With respect 
t0 the functional limitations claimed, the claimed and prior art products are identical or 
substarmally identical in structure -d thus a prima facie case of either anticipation or obviousness 
has been established over functional limitations tha, stem from the claimed structure, to re 
Bes.,,95 USPQ 430, 433 (CCPA 1977), In re Spada,15 USPQ2d 1655, 1658 (Fed. Cir. 1990). 
The prima facie case can be rebutted by evidence showing tha. the prior art products do no. 
necessarily possess the charccteristics of the claimed product. In re Bes,,195 USPQ 430, 433 
(CCPA 1977). 
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5. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this Office 
action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 . 1 36(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

Respectfully; 




Richard Weisberger 



703 308 4408 
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